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Commissioner for Patents 

1 . The applicant is advised that the reply to this requirement to be complete must include (i) an election of a species or 
invention to be examined even though the requirement be traversed (37 CFR 1.143) and (ii) identification of the claims encompassing 
the elected invention. 

2. The election of an invention or species may be made with or without traverse. To reserve a right to petition, the election 
must be made with traverse. If the reply does not distinctly and specifically point out supposed errors in the restriction requirement, 
the election shall be treated as an election without traverse. 

3. Should applicant traverse on the ground that the inventions or species are not patentably distinct, applicant should submit 
evidence or identify such evidence now of record showing the inventions or species to be obvious variants or clearly admit on the 
record that this is the case. In either instance, if the examiner finds one of the inventions unpatentable over the prior art, the evidence 
or admission may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other invention. 

4. Per paragraph 2 above, the applicant begins the election as one without traverse and then traverses the restriction at least 
between Group IV (claims 29-37 and 52-60) and Group V (claims 38-50 and 61-73). Thus, it is not certain if the applicant is 
attempting to reserve the right to petition the restriction requirement or not. To be fully response, the applicant must either elect an 
invention without traverse, and with no arguments, or with traverse and arguments but not a hybrid of the two (i.e., an election 
without traverse but with arguments) (see MPEP 818, 818.03,818.03(a)818.03(b),818.03(c), and 818.03(d)). 

5. While the applicant did make an original election on 25 May 2006 later to be withdrawn in favor of another substitute 
election, it is assumed that such a substitute election was totally without any traverse and arguments. Thus, the applicant is given 1 
month from the date of this letter, or any remaining time of the original 1 1 May 2006 that is extendable, to either make an election 
with traverse and arguments; or, an election without traverse and no arguments of any one Group (i.e., the applicant is free to again 
elect from any of the Groups so indicated in the 1 1 May 2006 restriction requirement including an election of a Group not yet so 
elected). 
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